T he Authors' ReplyWe thank Drs. Marchington and Hamilton and Mr. Gertel for their letter in response to our paper. They note that our study may not be fully comparable to previous studies on guest authorship 1-3 because we did not include Brevising the manuscript critically for important intellectual content^as part of our definition of guest authorship.
We agree that our study is not entirely comparable with other studies in the literature. However, the aim of our study was different than that of previous studies. We set out not just to determine the overall prevalence of guest authorship (which includes all authors) as was performed in previous studies, but to determine whether primary guest authorship (only first and last authors) was more common in trials with industry collaboration in the design, analysis, or reporting of results than among other trials.
We chose to study only primary authors given the prominent role that primary (first and last) authors have in clinical trials-generally as principal investigators-and past evidence of guest authorship primarily among first authors 4 . Given that no previous study, guidance, journal or publisher, to our knowledge, has defined specific authorship criteria for primary authors, we developed a definition based on International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) criteria that best represents the role of the primary authors in a clinical trial, which we believe includes Bdrafting of the manuscript.^I t is certainly reasonable for Marchington and colleagues to disagree with this definition, but it is important to note that our definition was chosen a priori and was applied equally to all three groups studied: trials with industry funding with collaboration, trials with only industry funding and trials with neither industry funding nor collaboration.
Our main conclusion was that primary guest authorship was generally uncommon, but significantly more prevalent among trials with industry funding with collaboration. We believe these results are novel and important for the medical and publishing community, although they may not be directly comparable to previous guest authorship studies.
